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A B S T R A C T   
In controlled laboratory conditions, 62 samples of domestic fuels collected from 56 grids of Delhi were burnt to 
quantify the emissions of 23 non-methane volatile organic compounds (NMVOCs), i.e., alkanes (11), alkenes (6), 
alkynes (1) and aromatic compounds (5). The domestic fuels used for residential activities were comprised of 20 
unique types of fuel woods, 3 species of crop residue, dung cakes and coal. These fuels are primarily used for 
cooking and water/space heating during winters. The current study reports the total emission budget of NMVOCs 
from domestic burning over Delhi. Furthermore, this study also compares the differences in EFs of NMVOCs 
which are calculated for different burning cycles and sample collection methods. The EFs of NMVOCs calculated 
from the samples collected during the flaming stage using canisters were analysed for 23 NMVOCs and then 
compared with same species emitted from complete burning cycle. In addition to this, 10 consumption and 
emission hotspot grids were also identified in Delhi; based on the ground survey and laboratory simulated results. 
The total annual usage of domestic fuels for the year 2019 was found to be 0.415 Mt/yr (million tonnes) in Delhi. 
12.01 Gg/yr of annual NMVOC emissions was calculated from domestic fuel burning in which the emissions from 
dung cake and fuel wood dominated with 6.6 Gg/yr and 5.4 Gg/yr, respectively. The EFs of NMVOCs calculated 
using canister and online collection method differ significantly from each other. The flaming stage presented 
enhanced emissions compared to the complete burning cycle by ~7 times which suggests that the method of data 
analysis and the period of sample collection play a pivotal role in the preparation of an emission inventory and 
estimating the budget.   
1. Introduction 
Around 2.8 billion people across the globe use solid biomass fuels 
(dung cake, crop residue, wood, charcoal and coal etc.) to meet their 
energy requirement for residential activities (Smith et al., 2013). It is a 
general practice among the less affluent population in 
developing/third-world nations of India, Bangladesh, Nepal, Bhutan, 
China, Brazil, and other African countries (Ewing and Msangi, 2009; 
Gheewala et al., 2013). Around 25–75% of primary energy requirement 
for cooking are met by the usage of domestic fuels (Smith et al., 2013; 
Stockwell et al., 2015, 2016). The national census (2011) assessed that 
76% of rural households of India during 2009–2010 are primarily 
dependent on biomass fuels as a key source of energy for residential 
activities. A report by TERI Energy & Environment Data Diary and 
Yearbook (TEDDY), 2009, documented the usage of 252.1 Mt/yr of 
wood, 99.2 Mt/yr of crop residue, and 106.9 Mt/yr of dung cakes in 
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India annually. Delhi alone consumed 0.7 Mt/yr of biomass fuels (0.3 
Mt/yr dung cake, 0.2 Mt/yr wood and 0.2 Mt/yr crop residue) for 
cooking activities (Saud et al., 2012; D. P. Singh et al., 2013). The 
burning of domestic fuels for residential activities area primary source of 
particulate matter (PM) and gaseous pollutants such as CO, CO2, NOx, 
SOx and VOCs (Park et al., 2013), which have significant impact on the 
atmospheric chemistry, climate change and human health (Estillore 
et al., 2016; Swart et al., 2004). The estimation of NMVOC emissions 
from domestic fuels is vital due to their significant role in the photo-
chemistry and ozone formation in the lower troposphere (Atkinson and 
Arey, 2003). The alkene species of ethene, isoprene and propene are 
highly reactive and have a high photochemical ozone forming potential 
(Derwent et al., 1996; Fleming et al., 2018). Ground-level ozone is a 
strong oxidative agent and responsible for oxidative stress in living be-
ings (Iriti and Faoro, 2007). Secondary organic aerosols (SOA) plays a 
pivotal role in the alteration of radiative balance of the earth due to 
constant absorption and scattering of solar radiation (Lin et al., 2016). 
The NMVOCs emitted from the combustion of domestic biofuels is 
known to aid in the formation of secondary organic aerosols (SOA). 
Gilman et al. (2015) reported that the polyunsaturated oxygenated 
NMVOCs to be major contributors in the formation of SOA while Bruns 
et al. (2016) estimated that ~80% of the total SOA produced from the 
combustion of fuelwood is due to phenol, naphthalene and benzene. The 
usage of biofuels for residential activities plays a vital role in enhancing 
the concentration of indoor particulate matter and pollutant gas by 
10–20 times as compared to the ambient concentrations (Gordon et al., 
2014). In a report published by the World Health Organisation (WHO), 
2016, around 2.8 billion people were found to be exposed to the harmful 
emissions of solid biomass fuels from cooking and about 3.8 million 
premature deaths were attributed due to the household air pollution 
globally. Pandey and Venkataraman (2014) estimated that India emitted 
4900 Gg of NMVOCs annually from residential cooking. Guttikunda and 
Calori (2013) estimated the emission of 17 Gg of VOCs from domestic 
activities over Delhi region for the year 2010. 
The variation in the emission of NMVOCs from domestic fuels are 
dependent on multiple factors such as type of biofuels (Stewart and 
Stewart, 2008), the moisture content (Ni et al., 2015), dominance of 
different burning phases (Akagi et al., 2011; Andreae, 2019; Aurell and 
Gullett, 2013; Park et al., 2013), age of solid fuels (Nord-Larsen et al., 
2011), method of burning (Fleming et al., 2018; Park et al., 2013), 
regional climatic condition/soil composition (Sirithian et al., 2018), the 
elemental composition of fuels (C, H, N and O), part of the plant burnt 
with cellulose, lignin, pentosane content (K. Singh et al., 2014) and the 
modified combustion efficiency (MCE) (Andreae, 2019; Aurell and 
Gullett, 2013). Hence, the estimation of EFs of NMVOCs using local fuels 
can critically help in reducing the uncertainties which may arise due to 
the above-mentioned conditions (Zhou et al., 2017). 
The earlier reported inventories were generated using the con-
sumption data of domestic fuels taken from a national sample survey 
and TEDDY reports which are generally produced with a coarse (spatial) 
resolution. The difference in the usage pattern varies with the socio- 
economic background of the slum/village dwellers and hence it can be 
identified by segregating the study area into smaller segments to lower 
the uncertainty. Further supporting details can be found in supple-
mentary section S1. The present study attempts to reduce the above- 
mentioned uncertainties for the estimation of complete emission 
budget of NMVOCs. 
The objectives of this study are to compare the differences between 
the EFs of 23 NMVOC species calculated using different burning cycles 
and sample collection methods for domestic fuels. The domestic fuels are 
used as cooking and water/space heating fuel. It is also used as mosquito 
repellent during the monsoon season. The EFs were calculated for two 
different periods analysed using two different methods. EF was calcu-
lated for the flaming stage, where the flue gas samples were collected 
using canisters and the analysis was done using GC-FID, whereas, EF was 
calculated for the complete burning cycle (ignition, flaming and 
smoldering) where the samples were collected directly and analysed 
using dual channel GC with FID (DC-GC-FID), comprehensive two- 
dimensional gas chromatography coupled to a FID (GC × GC-FID; 
online-method) and PTR-ToF-MS simultaneously (Stewart et al., 2020a). 
Using the values of EFs of NMVOCs from complete burning cycle. We 
calculated the total NMVOC emission budget from domestic fuels used in 
National Capital Territory (Delhi), India. 
2. Methodology 
2.1. Study sites and descriptions of survey 
Delhi [28◦12′–28◦63′ N, 75◦50′–77◦23′ E] is the national capital 
territory (NCT) of India. As per the Census 2011 (https://www.census 
2011.co.in/census/state/districtlist/delhi.html, last accessed March 27, 
2020) the total population of Delhi was 16,753,235 and the land area 
was 1484 km2, which is distributed in 9 districts (Fig. 1a), namely north- 
west Delhi, west Delhi, south-west Delhi, north Delhi, north-east Delhi, 
east Delhi, south Delhi central & New Delhi. As per the Delhi Urban 
Shelter Improvement Board (DUSIB) 2015 report (http://delhishelter 
board.in/main/wp-content/uploads/2015/12/675_JJ_Cluster_List.pdf, 
last accessed March 27, 2020), 636 slums areas were reported in the NCT. 
For this study, the whole area of NCT was divided into 66 grids of 25 km2 
area. A ground truthing survey revealed that the usage of domestic fuels 
is primarily dominated among lower-income group residents (slums and 
villages) as compared to the high income-group residents (colonies and 
societies). To classify the consumption pattern of domestic fuels, 695 
locations (636 slums and 59 villages) were identified for a 
questionnaire-based field survey. The survey was conducted on 2–3% of 
residents (~6500 households) of the total population in each identified 
location and 148 domestic fuel samples were collected (see Fig. 1a). 
Based on their spatial distribution and fuel type, 62 samples (49 FW, 8 
DC, 4 CR and 1 coal) were burnt under laboratory conditions (see 
Fig. 1b). Based on the survey result, it was found that 56 grids reported 
the use of domestic fuels for residential activities while 10 grids did not 
report any such consumption. 
2.2. Experimental set-up 
The dilution sampler provided the real conditions for burning as it 
allows sufficient dilution, cooling, and residence time during the 
experiment. The design of the dilution sampler is presented in supple-
mentary Fig. S1 (Venkataraman and Rao, 2001). More information 
about the experimental setup can be found in Saud et al. (2012). Before 
weighing, each sample was dried outside under ambient conditions for 
4 h to remove moisture naturally which was practiced by the residential 
fuel users as well. The samples were weighed in three replicates to 
reduce uncertainty in the weight of the residential fuels burnt. The 
laboratory combustion experiment was performed using 200g of each 
residential fuel sample. Gas samples from the flaming stage were 
collected in 1L stainless steel containers from the stack at the height of 
~2.5m. The internal surface and valve of the canister were coated with 
inert silica to prevent the absorption of NMVOCs. The sample collection 
period was 10 min at the flow rate of 0.1 L/min during the flaming phase 
and analysis was carried out according to US-EPA Compendium method 
TO-15 (EPA, 1999). The NMVOC analysis was performed using a GC-FID 
instrument (make PerkinElmer, model Clarus 580). The calibration gas 
(Linde SPECTRA Environmental Gases, New Jersey, USA) contained 25 
species: ethane, ethene, acetylene, propane, propene, isobutane, 
1-butene, n-butane, isopentane, 1-pentene, n-pentane, isoprene, 1-hex-
ene, n-hexane, benzene, n-heptane, toluene, n-octane, ethylbenzene, 
o-xylene, nonane, isopropylbenzene, n-decane, n-undecane and 
n-dodecane at 100 ppb (±10%). More information about GC is attached 
in the supplementary section S2. To calculate the modified combustion 
efficiency (MCE), emissions of CO and CO2 were analysed using flue gas 
analyser (make TESTO, model 350). 
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2.3. Data analysis methods 
The emission factor (EF) of a compound is defined as the amount of 
pollutant emitted from a unit weight of fuel burnt in g/kg (Andreae and 
Merlet, 2001). The EFs of the NMVOCs for domestic fuel combustion 
were determined based on flue gas volume and the mass concentration 
of pollutants using equation (1) (Park et al., 2013). Detailed information 









) (1)  
where. 
EFij = Emission factor of ith NMVOC species of jth residential fuel 
sample 
Ci = Concentration of ith NMVOC species (g/m3) 
Vj = flow rate of gas in stack (mid-point) for jth residential fuel 
sample (m/s) 
A = cross-sectional area of stack (m2) 
Tj = sampling time for jth residential fuel sample (s) 
Wj = weight of jth residential fuel sample burnt (kg) 
The concentration of NMVOCs were performed using GC-FID and the 
flow rate, total sampling time, and weight of burned samples were 
recorded during the combustion (Park et al., 2013; Sen et al., 2014). The 
activity patterns of domestic fuel usage were calculated using ques-
tionnaires. Total emission from specific residential fuel was estimated 
using equation (2) (Shrestha et al., 2013). 
TEij =
∑
(Fj ×EFij) (2)  
where. 
TEij = Total emission of ith NMVOC species from jth residential fuel 
sample (g) 
Fj = Total annual consumption of jth residential fuel type (kg) 
EFij = Emission factor specific to ith NMVOC species from jth resi-
dential fuel sample (g/kg) 
The correlation matrix was generated to determine the co-emitter 
from domestic fuels (Supplementary Fig. S2). Detailed information 
about the samples can be found in supplementary Table ST1. 
The EF of NMVOCs from the flaming stage and complete burning 
cycle (Stewart et al., 2020a) for the same residential fuels are compared 
in the present study. Stewart et al. (2020a) used GC × GC-FID and 
DC-GC-FID for the analysis of gas samples which were collected online 
throughout the burning period using a thermal desorption system. In 
addition, they also used a PTR-ToF-MS to expand the range of NMVOCs 
that could be measured. In contrast, canisters were used to collect gas 
samples during the initiation of burning (spanned roughly for 10 min; 
100 mL per min; total 1 L) to cover the flaming phase in the current 
study. The uncertainty of the GC-FID instrument was ±10% while the 
lowest detection limit of the instrument was determined as 2SD (2 ×
standard deviation of background). In this paper, the EFs of 23 NMVOCs 
measured in the GC-FID are directly compared between the flaming and 
complete burn cycle. Stewart et al. (2020a, 2020b) reported a much 
wider range of EFs of NMVOCs (alkanes, alkenes, alkynes, aromatics, 
NVOCs, OVOCs, phenolics, furans and furanones), while this study re-
ported only a fraction of the total NMVOCs measured (alkanes, alkenes, 
alkynes and aromatics). 
3. Results and discussion 
3.1. Comparison of emission factor between different stages of burning 
Fig. 2 presents the comparison of EFs of NMVOCs from different 
domestic fuels both for the flaming stage and the complete burning 
cycle. The EFs of NMVOCs have been reported for each domestic fuel 
following which the average value was calculated. A wide range (2–41 
g/kg) of EFs of NMVOCs was reported from the flaming stage of do-
mestic fuel. Further details are summarized in Supplementary 
Table ST2. 
Fig. 1. The spatial distribution of (a) survey points and biomass collection points; (b) types of samples which were burnt as laboratory experiment.  
Fig. 2. EFs of measured NMVOCs emitted from domestic fuel burning during 
flaming stage and complete burning cycle. 
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3.2. Fuel wood (FW) 
Fig. 3 shows the comparison of the measured EFs of NMVOCs from 
FW during the flaming stage and complete burning cycle. On average 
88% increase was recorded in the EFs of NMVOCs during flaming stage 
as compared to complete burning cycle. The contribution of 10 most 
abundant NMVOCs (ethene, acetylene, isoprene, ethane, propene, eth-
ylbenzene, benzene, 1-butene, toluene and propane) to the total EF was 
97% during the flaming stage (Fig. 4a) and 96% during the complete 
burning cycle (Fig. 4b). Among all the FW species, Azadirachta indica 
was the highest emitter of ethane, propane, propene, 1-butene, 1-pen-
tene during both the phases. Among different NMVOCs, ethene reported 
highest EF from all domestic fuels during both the burning phases. 
The crop residues used as domestic fuels for residential burning ac-
tivities were Brassica nigra (mustard), Cocus nucifera (coconut) and So-
lanum melongena (brinjal) in Delhi. Fig. 5 reports the comparison of EFs 
of NMVOCs from CR during flaming stage and complete burning cycle. 
The EFs of NMVOCs during flaming stage were on an average 87% 
higher than the complete burning cycle. The contribution of 10 most 
abundant NMVOCs (ethene, acetylene, isoprene, ethane, propene, ben-
zene, ethylbenzene, 1-butene, propane and toluene) to total EF was 98% 
during the flaming stage (Fig. 6a) and 96% during the complete burning 
cycle (Fig. 6b). 
Fig. 7 shows the comparison of the EFs of NMVOCs from flaming 
stage which were on an average 31% higher than the complete burning 
cycle for residential dung cake burning. The burning of dung cake with a 
lower combustion temperature and consistent burning mostly in 
smouldering phase may have resulted in similar emission rates during 
both the flaming stage and complete burning cycle. The contribution of 
the 10 most abundant NMVOCs (ethene, acetylene, isoprene, propene, 
ethane, ethylbenzene, benzene, 1-butene, toluene and propane) to the 
total EF was 97% for flaming stage (see Fig. 8a) and 92% for complete 
burning cycle (see Fig. 8b). 
Fig. 9 presents the comparison of EFs of NMVOCs during the flaming 
stage and the complete burning cycle, where the EF of NMVOCs during 
flaming stage was found to be an average 73% higher than complete 
burning cycle. The contribution of the 10 most abundant NMVOCs 
(ethene, ethane, isoprene, acetylene, ethylbenzene, benzene, propane, 
1-butene, toluene and o-xylene) to the total EF was 98% during the 
flaming stage (see Fig. 10a) and 93% during the complete burning cycle 
(see Fig. 10b). 
The variations in the emission of NMVOCs from different fuel types 
are primarily due to several factors including the CHNS composition of 
the residential fuels, chemical nature and anatomical structure of the 
fuel species(K. Singh et al., 2014). Dung cake and crop residue were 
found to emit higher amounts of NMVOCs upon burning as compared to 
the fuelwood species and coal. 
3.3. Comparison of flaming stage emission factor with other studies 
We have compared the EF from the flaming stage with earlier re-
ported values. Since numerous techniques have been used to burn do-
mestic biomass fuels and different NMVOC species have been reported in 
various studies, it is very difficult to compile and compare the present 
values with earlier reported values. However, an attempt has been made 
to compare the emission of similar NMVOC species from various studies 
with the present data to understand the variations in EF of NMVOCs 
from domestic fuels. 
Fig. 11 depicts the comparison of EFs of NMVOCs between the pre-
sent study and earlier reported studies. The EFs of ethane, ethene, 
acetylene and isoprene from FW in this study are higher than the values 
for the tropical forest (Andreae, 2019; Andreae and Merlet, 2001), 
boreal forest (Simpson et al., 2011) and coniferous forest (Stockwell 
et al., 2015). However, the EFs of ethane and acetylene are comparable 
with open traditional cooking (Akagi et al., 2011; Bertschi et al., 2003; 
Fleming et al., 2018; Yokelson et al., 2011). The EFs of benzene, toluene, 
ethylbenzene propane, propylene, and 1-butene from FW (0.1–0.9 g/kg) 
almost match with most of the earlier reported values except Verma 
et al. (2019) and Sun et al. (2019). The EFs of NMVOCs and MCE values 
(0.93–0.96) from traditional cooking method with single stove (Akagi 
et al., 2011; Bertschi et al., 2003; Fleming et al., 2018) and laboratory 
condition with multiple FW species (Stockwell et al., 2015) reported 
resemblances with this study as compared to the field experiments on a 
forest fire (Andreae, 2019; Andreae and Merlet, 2001; Simpson et al., 
2011; Yokelson et al., 2011). The present study reported highest re-
semblances with Fleming et al. (2018). In conclusion, the factors 
Fig. 3. Comparison between EFs of measured NMVOCs from FW during flaming stage and complete burning cycle.  
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determining the EFs of NMVOCs from FW were dependent on type of 
stove, MCE and sample collection method. Further details are summa-
rized in supplementary Table ST3. 
ANOVA analysis was performed within 20 FW species for 11 
abundant NMVOCs (benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, ethane, ethene, 
propane, propylene, isoprene, isopropylbenzene, acetylene and o- 
xylene) out of which only 2 NMVOCs (acetylene and o-xylene) reported 
a significant difference in mean EF within fuelwood species while the 
Fig. 4. Percentage contribution of EFs of measured NMVOCs from FW during (a) flaming stage; (b) complete burning cycle.  
Fig. 5. Comparison between EFs of measured NMVOCs from CR during flaming stage and complete burning cycle.  
Fig. 6. Percentage contribution of EFs of measured NMVOCs from CR during (a) flaming stage; (b) complete burning cycle.  
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rest showed no significant differences (Friedman test, p > 0.05). The 
post hoc test reported a significant difference in mean EFs of acetylene 
(Melia azedarach-Saraca asoca, Vachellia nilotica-Saraca asoca, Mangifera 
indica-Saraca asoca, Terminalia catappa-Saraca asoca, Raw Plywood- 
Saraca asoca, Morus alba-Saraca asoca, Eucalyptus spp-Saraca asoca and 
Eucalyptus spp-Ficus religiosa) and o-xylene (Saraca asoca-Ricinus com-
munis, Acacia nilotica-Saraca asoca, Vachellia nilotica-Saraca asoca, Raw 
Plywood-Vachellia nilotica and Raw Plywood-Acacia nilotica). Information 
about ANOVA and post hoc is summarized in supplementary Table ST7- 
8. 
Fig. 12 shows the comparison of EF of NMVOCs from crop residues 
with earlier reported values. Among crop residue (CR) species, the rape 
and Brassica nigra (mustard) belong to the same family. Wang et al. 
(2014) reported the emission profile for alkanes(ethane > propane >
n-butane) and for the aromatic compounds (benzene > toluene > ethyl-
benzene) during the burning of rape. The profile for Brassica nigra in this 
study resembles with Wang et al. (2014) except for ethylbenzene. This 
study reported higher EFs of NMVOCs than previously reported values 
for agriculture/crop residue burning (wheat, rice maze bine, rape, mix 
CR burning etc.) in U.S., Germany, Mexico, Nepal, and Thailand (Akagi 
et al., 2011; Andreae, 2019; Andreae and Merlet, 2001; Stockwell et al., 
2015, 2016; Yokelson et al., 2011). Verma et al. (2019) reported higher 
EFs of benzene (17-fold) and toluene (2-fold) from CR than the present 
study. Ciccioli et al. (2001) have shown the highest similarities with the 
present study as compared to the field experiments studies. The present 
study and earlier reported observations reported MCE value in the range 
of 0.92–0.96 (supplementary Table ST3-5). This study is designed to 
understand the emission from those CR species that are utilized for 
residential energy requirements. The correlation matrix shows negative 
correlation among the EFs of NMVOCs from CR burning (supplementary 
Fig. S3). The negative correlation indicates that the EF of NMVOCs vary 
significantly among the CR species which might have occurred due to 
differences in CHNS composition of the species burnt (K. Singh et al., 
2014). 
Fig. 13 shows the comparison of EF of NMVOCs from dung cake with 
earlier reported values. The emission profile for alkenes (ethene >
propene>1-butene > isoprene>1-pentene) reported by other studies 
(Andreae, 2019; Fleming et al., 2018; Stockwell et al., 2016) almost 
coincided with the present study except for isoprene. Similarly, the 
emission profile for aromatics (benzene > toluene > ethylbenzene >
o-xylene) reported by other studies (Fleming et al., 2018; Stockwell et al., 
2016) almost overlapped with this study except for ethylbenzene. The 
Fig. 7. Comparison between EFs of measured NMVOCs from DC during flaming stage and complete burning cycle.  
Fig. 8. Percentage contribution of EFs of measured NMVOCs from DC during (a) flaming stage; (b) complete burning cycle.  
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EFs of NMVOCs from DC using Chulha reported by Fleming et al. (2018) 
have shown the highest similarities with the present study. The reported 
MCE values from earlier literatures were in the range of 0.88–0.95 
(supplementary Table ST5). 
In a nutshell, the comparison of average EFs of NMVOCs from do-
mestic fuels obtained in the present study were compared with several 
studies done by different methodologies and different burning cycles are 
given in Fig. 14. The EFs of NMVOCs at flaming stage from domestic 
fuels in the present study shows highest similarities with Fleming et al. 
(2018) (supplementary Table ST6). This could be due to several reasons 
e.g., the similar CHNS composition of domestic fuels due to the close 
proximity of sample locations (around 200 km), similar MCE values 
(0.93–0.94), type of burning (all sample burnt in each study on the 
single stove either in a laboratory or open Chulha in the field) and 
number of domestic fuel samples (Fleming et al. (2018), n = 45; present 
study, n = 62). Another study by Stockwell et al. (2016) also showed 
close resemblances with the present values due to consideration of CR, 
FW, DC for EFs of NMVOCs by both studies although slight variations 
might have occurred due to the different study areas (India and Nepal), 
different MCE values and method of burning. The present study shows 
large difference in EFs of NMVOCs from domestic fuels from other 
studies (Akagi et al., 2011; Andreae, 2019; Andreae and Merlet, 2001; 
Ciccioli et al., 2001; Stockwell et al., 2015; Sun et al., 2019; Yokelson 
et al., 2011) because of high variation within fuel species, the number of 
samples burnt, type of fuels, method of burning and sampling, MCE 
values and difference in sample collection sites. Verma et al. (2019), 
reported highest values of emission of benzene and toluene as compared 
to other studies which might be due to the usage of kerosene to initiate 
the combustion process. Almost all the studies reported the highest EF 
for ethene. Out of 11 abundant NMVOC species (benzene, toluene, 
ethylbenzene, o-xylene, isopropyl-benzene, ethane, ethene, propane, 
propylene, isoprene and acetylene), only two NMVOC species i.e., pro-
pylene and isoprene had shown a significant difference in mean value of 
EFs of NMVOCs at p < 0.05. However, the post hoc analysis revealed that 
only propylene reported significant difference at p < 0.05 between 
FW-DC but isoprene had not reported any significant difference at p <
0.05 in mean EFs of NMVOCs between fuel types (supplementary 
Table ST9-10). 
3.4. Biomass consumption pattern over Delhi 
Biomass usage pattern have been defined on the basis of the survey 
Fig. 9. Comparison between EFs of measured NMVOCs from coal during flaming stage and complete burning cycle.  
Fig. 10. Percentage contribution of EFs of measured NMVOCs from coal during (a) flaming stage; (b) complete burning cycle.  
A. Mondal et al.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                 
Atmospheric Environment: X 11 (2021) 100127
8
results. A total of 6498 households were surveyed where 4567 house-
holds (~72%) were found to rely on LPG only. The remaining 1931 
households (~28%) relied on traditional stoves for household activities 
out of which 19% of households were completely dependent on do-
mestic fuels and the rest 9% were found to use both traditional stove as 
well as LPG. The respondents were asked about the amount of domestic 
fuels used for cooking at one time. The fuels were then weighed using 
spring balance to estimate the total weight of domestic fuel used per 
meal. It was then multiplied with total number of meals cooked in a day 
to estimate the consumption of domestic fuels per day per household. 
The spatial distribution of annual consumption of different domestic 
fuels over the 9 districts of NCT is reported in Table 1. The estimated 
annual consumption of FW, DC, CR, coal in the year 2019 was 0.300 Mt/ 
yr (~72.5%), 0.112 Mt/yr (~26.8%), 0.002 Mt/yr (~0.48%), 0.0008 
Mt/yr (~0.2%) respectively which resulted in a total of 0.415 Mt/yr 
over the NCT. The highest and lowest consumption of domestic fuels was 
reported in the north-west Delhi and central Delhi districts respectively. 
Only few rural areas from four districts reported the use of CR. Coal 
consumption was reported in two districts of north Delhi and north-west 
Delhi. Previous literatures (Gurjar et al., 2004; Saud et al., 2012; D. P. 
Fig. 11. Comparison of EFs of measured NMVOCs from fuel wood.  
Fig. 12. Comparison of EFs of measured NMVOCs from crop residue.  
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Singh et al., 2013) reported higher consumption of DC and CR as 
compared to the present study but the consumption of FW was 
comparatively lower than the present study (supplementary 
Table ST10). The domestic fuel usage might have lowered due to some 
government policies for below poverty line (BPL) individuals under 
which an LPG connection is provided at a subsidized rate to improve the 
socio-economic status of the BPL people of NCT. 
Fig. 15 presents the domestic fuel consumption hot spot grids (top 10 
grids) for NCT of Delhi and supplementary Table ST11 shows the spatial 
distribution of hot spots for different types of domestic fuels. Around 
50% of the total consumption of domestic fuels was reported by these 10 
grids, hence the grids can be considered as consumption hot spots (CHS). 
The CHS were distributed in 6 districts (north-east, north-west, west, 
north, south, south-west) with134 locations (~19%). E10 was the 
highest consumption grid, located in north-east Delhi. The spatial dis-
tribution for top CHS were located in west Delhi (3 grids) at 40 locations 
followed by north-west Delhi (3 grids) with 35 locations. 
This study also evaluated the consumption pattern for clean fuel 
(LPG) and domestic fuels over CHS regions (supplementary Table ST12). 
83% of the households from the grid E10 (highest consumption grid) 
Fig. 13. Comparison of EFs of measured NMVOCs from dung cake.  
Fig. 14. Comparison of EFs of NMVOCs from domestic fuel.  
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reported to use clean energy (LPG) while 16.3% of the residents used 
domestic fuels. Less than 1% of the households in grid E10 used mixed 
fuel for the residential activities. This study also revealed that many 
households use traditional stoves in spite of having an LPG connection 
which might be due to cheaper access to domestic fuels, difficulties in 
refilling the cylinder due to economic constraints and lack of awareness 
about the health threats due to the use of domestic fuels. 
3.5. Budget estimate 
Using the values of EFs of NMVOCs from Stewart et al. (2020a) the 
total emission of NMVOCs from domestic fuel burning over Delhi for the 
year 2019 was found to be 12.01 Gg/yr out of which 5.4 Gg/yr NMVOC 
were being emitted from fuelwood while 6.6 Gg/yr of NMVOC were 
found to be the resultant of dung cake burning. Crop residue and char-
coal burning accounted for 0.04 Gg/yr and 0.005 Gg/yr of NMVOCs 
respectively. Estimates of the annual emissions of NMVOCs from do-
mestic fuels over Delhi have been reported by quite a few studies (Gurjar 
et al., 2004; Guttikunda and Calori, 2013; Jain et al., 2014) often with an 
undefined number of NMVOC species included. Hence, it was difficult to 
directly compare the variations in total annual NMVOC emissions for 
different years. Gurjar et al. (2004) reported annual emission of NMVOC 
to be 12.20 Gg/yr from domestic fuels (fuel wood 2.7 Gg/yr, crop res-
idue 6.56 Gg/yr, dung cake 2.94 Gg/yr) for the year 2000. Jain et al. 
(2014) reported total NMVOC emission from crop residues which 
include open burning as well as residential usage to be 0.26 Gg/yr for 
2009. Guttikunda and Calori (2013) reported total NMVOC emission in 
the order of 17.3 Gg/yr from residential activities using domestic fuel 
(kerosene, LPG, solid biofuel) for the year 2010 using a modelling 
approach. 
The grids E4, D4, E10, B4, E5, D7, C6, B8, E11 and F3 are the highest 
NMVOC emitting grids from domestic fuel usage over Delhi for the year 
2019 (Fig. 16). These 10 grids contributed to the emission of 6.24 Gg/yr 
which makes up the ~52% of the total NMVOCs emitted over whole 
Delhi. 
The total NMVOC emissions are primarily dependent on two factors- 
(i) amount of consumption of residential fuels and (ii) EF of NMVOCs of 
the residential fuels used. Most of the hotspot grids reported high 
NMVOC emissions due to higher consumption of residential fuels. 
Certain grids with high usage of CR and DC as residential fuels also re-
ported higher NMVOC emissions as the values of EF of NMVOCs from CR 
and DC are relatively higher than that of the FW species. 
4. Conclusion 
A large variation in EF of NMVOCs was observed while comparing 
the values derived from the complete burning cycle and the flaming 
stage. EFs of NMVOC during flaming stage are 88% higher than com-
plete burning cycle in case of FW and CR, whereas, 33% for DC and 73% 
for coal. Among all FWs, Azadirachta indica was the highest emitter of 
ethane, propane, propene, 1-butene, 1-pentene during both phases. DC 
and CR were higher emitters of NMVOCs as compared to FW and coal. 
The present study resembles the values reported by Fleming et al. 
(2018) and Stockwell et al. (2016). It might be due to similar sample 
collection methods (samples collected using canisters) which was 
limited to a certain time period and specific burning phase. Closer 
proximity ensured that the domestic fuels used for residential activities 
Table 1 
Annual consumption of different types of domestic fuels for residential purposes 


















0.0742 0.0580 0.0001 0.0008 0.1331 
2 West 0.0571 0.0307 0.0017  0.0895 
3 South- 
west 
0.0354 0.0141 0.0002  0.0498 
4 South 0.0345 0.0007   0.0352 
5 North 0.0398 0.0023  0.0000004 0.0421 
6 North- 
east 
0.0397 0.0056 0.000003  0.0453 
7 East 0.0086    0.0086 
8 Central 0.0028    0.0028 
9 New- 
Delhi 
0.0080 0.00004   0.0080  
Total 0.30007 0.11154 0.00207 0.00084 0.4145 
FW: fuel wood; DC: dung cake; CR: crop residue; Mt: Million tonnes  
Fig. 15. Gridded distribution over NCT-Delhi for consumption hotspots.  
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have been grown in similar climatic conditions. 
ANOVA analysis, which was performed within 20 FW species for 11 
abundant NMVOC species suggests that only 2 NMVOCs (acetylene and 
o-xylene) reported significant difference in mean EF within FW species. 
The negative correlation among EFs of NMVOCs from CR burning in-
dicates that EF of NMVOCs vary significantly among CR species. 
The annual consumption of domestic fuels in the national capital 
region of Delhi is about 0.415 Mt/yr of which 0.3 Mt/yr (~72%) fuel 
wood, 0.11 Mt/yr (~27%) dung cake, 0.002 Mt/yr (~0.5%) crop res-
idue and 0.001 Mt/yr (~0.2%) coal are used. North-west district of 
Delhi reported the highest consumption of domestic fuel annually, 
which is about 32% of the total annual usage of Delhi. 92% of domestic 
fuels are being used for cooking purposes, followed by 7% for heating of 
water during winter season, 1% for space heating during winters and 
0.5% of the total domestic fuels are used as mosquito repellent over 
Delhi. 
Using EFs of NMVOCs from Stewart et al. (2020a), total emission of 
NMVOCs from domestic fuel burning over Delhi for the year 2019 was 
12.01 Gg/yr. FW (5.4 Gg/yr) and DC (6.6 Gg/yr) are major emitters of 
NMVOC as compared to CR (0.04 Gg/yr) and charcoal (0.005 Gg/yr). 
The total emission of 23 reported NMVOCs calculated using the EF from 
the flaming stage was found to be ~7 times higher than that of the 
complete burning cycle. If we consider only one stage of burning cycle e. 
g., flaming stage, it could mislead the budget estimation representing 
the upper limit of the emission. Hence the EFs of NMVOCs from com-
plete burning cycle should be used to calculate the total emission 
budget. 
CRediT authorship contribution statement 
Arnab Mondal: collected samples, carried out the experiment, 
analysed the samples using GC-FID and led the manuscript preparation. 
Ummed Singh Saharan: carried out the statistical analysis and 
contributed to the manuscript. Rahul Arya: participated in the survey, 
collected samples, participated in the experiment and contributed to the 
manuscript. Lokesh Yadav: participated in the survey, collected sam-
ples, participated in the experiment and contributed to the manuscript. 
Sakshi Ahlawat: participated in the survey, collected samples, partici-
pated in the experiment and contributed to the manuscript. Ritu 
Jangirh: participated in the survey, collected samples, participated in 
the experiment and contributed to the manuscript. Garima Kotnala: 
participated in the survey and collection of the samples. Nikki 
Choudhary: participated in the survey and collection of the samples. 
Rubiya Banoo: participated in the survey and collection of the samples. 
Akansha Rai: participated in the survey and collection of the samples. 
Pooja Yadav: participated in the survey and collection of the samples. 
Martina Rani: participated in the survey and collection of the samples. 
Shyam Lal: contributed in shaping manuscript into the final format. 
Gareth J. Stewart: participated in the experiment and analysis of 
NMVOC data using PTR-ToF-MS, GC × ×GC-FID and DC-GC-FID and 
contributed in the preparation of the manuscript. Beth S. Nelson: 
participated in the experiment and analysis of NMVOC data using PTR- 
ToF-MS, GC × ×GC-FID and DC-GC-FID and contributed in the prepa-
ration of the manuscript. W. Joe F. Acton: participated in the experi-
ment and analysis of NMVOC data using PTR-ToF-MS, GC × ×GC-FID 
and DC-GC-FID and contributed in the preparation of the manuscript. 
Adam R. Vaughan: participated in the experiment and analysis of 
NMVOC data using PTR-ToF-MS, GC × ×GC-FID and DC-GC-FID and 
contributed in the preparation of the manuscript. Jacqueline F. Ham-
ilton: participated in the experiment and analysis of NMVOC data using 
PTR-ToF-MS, GC × ×GC-FID and DC-GC-FID and contributed in the 
preparation of the manuscript. James R. Hopkins: participated in the 
experiment and analysis of NMVOC data using PTR-ToF-MS, GC ××GC- 
FID and DC-GC-FID and contributed in the preparation of the manu-
script. C. Nicholas Hewitt: participated in the experiment and analysis 
of NMVOC data using PTR-ToF-MS, GC × ×GC-FID and DC-GC-FID and 
contributed in the preparation of the manuscript. Lokesh K. Sahu: 
assisted in the analysis of PTR-MS data and contributed in the manu-
script. Nidhi Tripathi: assisted in the analysis of PTR-MS data and 
contributed in the manuscript. S.K. Sharma: contributed in shaping 
manuscript into the final format. T.K. Mandal: provided overall guid-
ance in planning, conducting the whole study and contributed in 
shaping the manuscript into the final format. 
Declaration of competing interest 
The authors declare that they have no known competing financial 
interests or personal relationships that could have appeared to influence 
Fig. 16. Gridded distribution over NCT-Delhi for emission hotspots.  
A. Mondal et al.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                 
Atmospheric Environment: X 11 (2021) 100127
12
the work reported in this paper. 
Acknowledgement 
Authors are grateful to Director, CSIR NPL for allowing this research 
work in the laboratory. Authors are thankful to ISRO/DOS for providing 
Gas Chromatograph for analysing VOC. Authors gratefully acknowledge 
the financial support provided by the Earth System Science Organisa-
tion, Ministry of Earth Sciences, Government of India under the Indo-UK 
Joint collaboration vide grant no MoES/16/19/2017-APHH (DelhiFlux) 
for this work. Authors are thankful to Prof. B.R. Gurjar, IIT Roorkee for 
supporting the project work. SL is thankful to CSIR, Delhi for supporting 
his position. 
Appendix A. Supplementary data 
Supplementary data to this article can be found online at https://doi. 
org/10.1016/j.aeaoa.2021.100127. 
Ethics approval and consent to participate 
Not applicable. 
Consent for publication 
Not applicable 
Availability of data and materials 
All data generated or analysed during this study are included in this 
published article and its supplementary information files. 
Funding 
The financial supports by the Earth System Science Organisation, 
Ministry of Earth Sciences, Government of India under the Indo-UK Joint 
collaboration vide grant no MoES/16/19/2017-APHH (DelhiFlux). 
References 
Akagi, S.K., Yokelson, R.J., Wiedinmyer, C., Alvarado, M.J., Reid, J.S., Karl, T., 
Crounse, J.D., Wennberg, P.O., 2011. Emission factors for open and domestic 
biomass burning for use in atmospheric models. Atmos. Chem. Phys. 11 (9), 
4039–4072. https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-11-4039-2011. 
Andreae, M.O., 2019. Emission of trace gases and aerosols from biomass burning – an 
updated assessment. Atmos. Chem. Phys. 19 (13), 8523–8546. https://doi.org/ 
10.5194/acp-19-8523-2019. 
Andreae, M.O., Merlet, P., 2001. Emission of trace gases and aerosols from biomass 
burning. Global Biogeochem. Cycles 15 (4), 955–966. https://doi.org/10.1029/ 
2000GB001382. 
Atkinson, R., Arey, J., 2003. Atmospheric degradation of volatile organic compounds. 
Chem. Rev. 103 (12), 4605–4638. https://doi.org/10.1021/cr0206420. 
Aurell, J., Gullett, B.K., 2013. Emission factors from aerial and ground measurements of 
field and laboratory forest burns in the southeastern U.S.: PM 2.5 , black and Brown 
carbon, VOC, and PCDD/PCDF. Environmental Science & Technology. https://doi. 
org/10.1021/es402101k, 130729092352005.  
Bertschi, I.T., Yokelson, R.J., Ward, D.E., Christian, T.J., Hao, W.M., 2003. Trace gas 
emissions from the production and use of domestic biofuels in Zambia measured by 
open-path Fourier transform infrared spectroscopy: biofuel emissions. J. Geophys. 
Res.: Atmosphere 108 (D13). https://doi.org/10.1029/2002JD002158. 
Bruns, E.A., El Haddad, I., Slowik, J.G., Kilic, D., Klein, F., Baltensperger, U., Prévôt, A.S. 
H., 2016. Identification of significant precursor gases of secondary organic aerosols 
from residential wood combustion. Sci. Rep. 6 (1), 27881. https://doi.org/10.1038/ 
srep27881. 
Ciccioli, P., Brancaleoni, E., Frattoni, M., Cecinato, A., Pinciarelli, L., 2001. 
Determination OF volatile organic compounds (VOC) emitted from biomass burning 
OF mediterranean vegetation species BY GC-MS. Anal. Lett. 34 (6), 937–955. 
https://doi.org/10.1081/AL-100103604. 
Derwent, R.G., Jenkin, M.E., Saunders, S.M., 1996. Photochemical ozone creation 
potentials for a large number of reactive hydrocarbons under European conditions. 
Atmos. Environ. 30 (2), 181–199. https://doi.org/10.1016/1352-2310(95)00303-G. 
Estillore, A.D., Trueblood, J.V., Grassian, V.H., 2016. Atmospheric chemistry of 
bioaerosols: heterogeneous and multiphase reactions with atmospheric oxidants and 
other trace gases. Chem. Sci. 7 (11), 6604–6616. https://doi.org/10.1039/ 
C6SC02353C. 
Ewing, M., Msangi, S., 2009. Biofuels production in developing countries: assessing 
tradeoffs in welfare and food security. Environ. Sci. Pol. 12 (4), 520–528. https:// 
doi.org/10.1016/j.envsci.2008.10.002. 
Fleming, L.T., Weltman, R., Yadav, A., Edwards, R.D., Arora, N.K., Pillarisetti, A., 
Meinardi, S., Smith, K.R., Blake, D.R., Nizkorodov, S.A., 2018. Emissions from 
village cookstoves in Haryana, India, and their potential impacts on air quality. 
Atmos. Chem. Phys. 18 (20), 15169–15182. https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-18-15169- 
2018. 
Gheewala, S.H., Damen, B., Shi, X., 2013. Biofuels: economic, environmental and social 
benefits and costs for developing countries in Asia: biofuels: economic, 
environmental and social benefits. Wiley Interdisciplinary Reviews: Climate Change 
4 (6), 497–511. https://doi.org/10.1002/wcc.241. 
Gilman, J.B., Lerner, B.M., Kuster, W.C., Goldan, P.D., Warneke, C., Veres, P.R., 
Roberts, J.M., de Gouw, J.A., Burling, I.R., Yokelson, R.J., 2015. Biomass burning 
emissions and potential air quality impacts of volatile organic compounds and other 
trace gases from fuels common in the US. Atmos. Chem. Phys. 15 (24), 
13915–13938. https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-15-13915-2015. 
Gordon, S.B., Bruce, N.G., Grigg, J., Hibberd, P.L., Kurmi, O.P., Lam, K.H., Mortimer, K., 
Asante, K.P., Balakrishnan, K., Balmes, J., Bar-Zeev, N., Bates, M.N., Breysse, P.N., 
Buist, S., Chen, Z., Havens, D., Jack, D., Jindal, S., Kan, H., Martin, W.J., 2014. 
Respiratory risks from household air pollution in low and middle income countries. 
The Lancet Respiratory Medicine 2 (10), 823–860. https://doi.org/10.1016/S2213- 
2600(14)70168-7. 
Gurjar, B.R., van Aardenne, J.A., Lelieveld, J., Mohan, M., 2004. Emission estimates and 
trends (1990–2000) for megacity Delhi and implications. Atmos. Environ. 38 (33), 
5663–5681. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2004.05.057. 
Guttikunda, S.K., Calori, G., 2013. A GIS based emissions inventory at 1 km × 1 km 
spatial resolution for air pollution analysis in Delhi, India. Atmos. Environ. 67, 
101–111. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2012.10.040. 
Iriti, M., Faoro, F., 2007. Oxidative stress, the paradigm of ozone toxicity in plants and 
animals. Water Air Soil Pollut. 187 (1–4), 285–301. https://doi.org/10.1007/ 
s11270-007-9517-7. 
Jain, N., Bhatia, A., Pathak, H., 2014. Emission of air pollutants from crop residue 
burning in India. Aerosol and Air Quality Research 14 (1), 422–430. https://doi.org/ 
10.4209/aaqr.2013.01.0031. 
Lin, G., Penner, J.E., Zhou, C., 2016. How will SOA change in the future? Geophys. Res. 
Lett. 43 (4), 1718–1726. https://doi.org/10.1002/2015GL067137. 
Ni, H., Han, Y., Cao, J., Chen, L.-W.A., Tian, J., Wang, X., Chow, J.C., Watson, J.G., 
Wang, Q., Wang, P., Li, H., Huang, R.-J., 2015. Emission characteristics of 
carbonaceous particles and trace gases from open burning of crop residues in China. 
Atmos. Environ. 123, 399–406. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2015.05.007. 
Nord-Larsen, T., Bergstedt, A., Farver, O., Heding, N., 2011. Drying of firewood – the 
effect of harvesting time, tree species and shelter of stacked wood. Biomass 
Bioenergy 35 (7), 2993–2998. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biombioe.2011.03.039. 
Pandey, A., Venkataraman, C., 2014. Estimating emissions from the Indian transport 
sector with on-road fleet composition and traffic volume. Atmos. Environ. 98, 
123–133. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2014.08.039. 
Park, D., Barabad, M.L., Lee, G., Kwon, S.-B., Cho, Y., Lee, D., Cho, K., Lee, K., 2013. 
Emission characteristics of particulate matter and volatile organic compounds in cow 
dung combustion. Environ. Sci. Technol. 47 (22), 12952–12957. https://doi.org/ 
10.1021/es402822e. 
Saud, T., Gautam, R., Mandal, T.K., Gadi, R., Singh, D.P., Sharma, S.K., Dahiya, M., 
Saxena, M., 2012. Emission estimates of organic and elemental carbon from 
household biomass fuel used over the Indo-Gangetic Plain (IGP), India. Atmos. 
Environ. 61, 212–220. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2012.07.030. 
Sen, A., Mandal, T.K., Sharma, S.K., Saxena, M., Gupta, N.C., Gautam, R., Gupta, A., 
Gill, T., Rani, S., Saud, T., Singh, D.P., Gadi, R., 2014. Chemical properties of 
emission from biomass fuels used in the rural sector of the western region of India. 
Atmos. Environ. 99, 411–424. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2014.09.012. 
Shrestha, R.M., Oanh, K., Shrestha, R.P., Rupakheti, M., Rajbhandari, S., Permadi, D.A., 
Kanabkaew, T., Iyngararasan, M., 2013. ATMOSPHERIC BROWN CLOUDS (ABC) 
EMISSION INVENTORY Manual. 
Simpson, I.J., Akagi, S.K., Barletta, B., Blake, N.J., Choi, Y., Diskin, G.S., Fried, A., 
Fuelberg, H.E., Meinardi, S., Rowland, F.S., Vay, S.A., Weinheimer, A.J., 
Wennberg, P.O., Wiebring, P., Wisthaler, A., Yang, M., Yokelson, R.J., Blake, D.R., 
2011. Boreal forest fire emissions in fresh Canadian smoke plumes. C1-C10 volatile 
organic compounds (VOCs), CO2, CO, NO2, NO, HCN and CH3CN, Atmospheric 
Chemistry and Physics 11, 6445–6463. https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-11-6445-2011 
(13).  
Singh, D.P., Gadi, R., Mandal, T.K., Saud, T., Saxena, M., Sharma, S.K., 2013. Emissions 
estimates of PAH from biomass fuels used in rural sector of Indo-Gangetic Plains of 
India. Atmos. Environ. 68, 120–126. https://doi.org/10.1016/j. 
atmosenv.2012.11.042. 
Singh, K., Gautam, N.N., Singh, B., Goel, V.L., Patra, D.D., 2014. Screening of 
environmentally less-hazardous fuelwood species. Ecol. Eng. 64, 424–429. https:// 
doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoleng.2014.01.013. 
Sirithian, D., Thepanondh, S., Sattler, M.L., Laowagul, W., 2018. Emissions of volatile 
organic compounds from maize residue open burning in the northern region of 
Thailand. Atmos. Environ. 176, 179–187. https://doi.org/10.1016/j. 
atmosenv.2017.12.032. 
Smith, K.R., Frumkin, H., Balakrishnan, K., Butler, C.D., Chafe, Z.A., Fairlie, I., 
Kinney, P., Kjellstrom, T., Mauzerall, D.L., McKone, T.E., McMichael, A.J., 
Schneider, M., 2013. Energy and human health. Annu. Rev. Publ. Health 34 (1), 
159–188. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-publhealth-031912-114404. 
A. Mondal et al.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                 
Atmospheric Environment: X 11 (2021) 100127
13
Stewart, A.J., Stewart, R.F., 2008. Phenols. Encyclopedia of Ecology. Elsevier, 
pp. 2682–2689. https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-008045405-4.00417-1. 
Stewart, G.J., Acton, W.J.F., Nelson, B.S., Vaughan, A.R., Hopkins, J.R., Arya, R., 
Mondal, A., Jangirh, R., Ahlawat, S., Yadav, L., Sharma, S.K., Dunmore, R.E., 
Yunus, S.S.M., Hewitt, C.N., Nemitz, E., Mullinger, N., Gadi, R., Sahu, L.K., 
Tripathi, N., Hamilton, J.F., 2020a. Emissions of Non-methane Volatile Organic 
Compounds from Combustion of Domestic Fuels in Delhi. In: India [Preprint]. Gases/ 
Laboratory Studies/Troposphere/Chemistry (Chemical Composition and Reactions). 
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-2020-892. 
Stewart, G.J., Nelson, B.S., Acton, W.J.F., Vaughan, A.R., Farren, N.J., Hopkins, J.R., 
Ward, M.W., Swift, S.J., Arya, R., Mondal, A., Jangirh, R., Ahlawat, S., Yadav, L., 
Sharma, S.K., Yunus, S.S.M., Hewitt, C.N., Nemitz, E., Mullinger, N., Gadi, R., 
Hamilton, J.F., 2020b. Emissions of Intermediate-Volatility and Semi-volatile 
Organic Compounds from Domestic Fuels Used in Delhi. In: India [Preprint]. 
Aerosols/Laboratory Studies/Troposphere/Chemistry (Chemical Composition and 
Reactions). https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-2020-860. 
Stockwell, C.E., Christian, T.J., Goetz, J.D., Jayarathne, T., Bhave, P.V., Praveen, P.S., 
Adhikari, S., Maharjan, R., DeCarlo, P.F., Stone, E.A., Saikawa, E., Blake, D.R., 
Simpson, I.J., Yokelson, R.J., Panday, A.K., 2016. Nepal Ambient Monitoring and 
Source Testing Experiment (NAMaSTE): emissionsof trace gases and light-absorbing 
carbon from wood and dung cooking fires,garbage and crop residue burning, brick 
kilns, and other sources. Atmos. Chem. Phys. 16 (17), 11043–11081. https://doi. 
org/10.5194/acp-16-11043-2016. 
Stockwell, C.E., Veres, P.R., Williams, J., Yokelson, R.J., 2015. Characterization of 
biomass burning emissions from cooking fires, peat, crop residue, and other fuels 
with high-resolution proton-transfer-reaction time-of-flight mass spectrometry. 
Atmos. Chem. Phys. 15 (2), 845–865. https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-15-845-2015. 
Sun, J., Shen, Z., Zhang, L., Zhang, Y., Zhang, T., Lei, Y., Niu, X., Zhang, Q., Dang, W., 
Han, W., Cao, J., Xu, H., Liu, P., Li, X., 2019. Volatile organic compounds emissions 
from traditional and clean domestic heating appliances in Guanzhong Plain, China: 
emission factors, source profiles, and effects on regional air quality. Environ. Int. 
133, 105252. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envint.2019.105252. 
Swart, R., Amann, M., Raes, F., Tuinstra, W., 2004. A good climate for clean air: linkages 
between climate change and air pollution. An editorial essay. Climatic Change 66 
(3), 263–269. https://doi.org/10.1023/B:CLIM.0000044677.41293.39. 
Venkataraman, C., Rao, G.U.M., 2001. Emission factors of carbon monoxide and size- 
resolved aerosols from biofuel combustion. Environ. Sci. Technol. 35 (10), 
2100–2107. https://doi.org/10.1021/es001603d. 
Verma, M., Pervez, S., Majumdar, D., Chakrabarty, R., Pervez, Y.F., 2019. Emission 
estimation of aromatic and halogenated VOCs from household solid fuel burning 
practices. Int. J. Environ. Sci. Technol. 16 (6), 2683–2692. https://doi.org/10.1007/ 
s13762-018-1920-7. 
Wang, H., Lou, S., Huang, C., Qiao, L., Tang, X., Chen, C., Zeng, L., Wang, Q., Zhou, M., 
Lu, S., Yu, X., 2014. Source profiles of volatile organic compounds from biomass 
burning in yangtze river delta, China. Aerosol and Air Quality Research 14 (3), 
818–828. https://doi.org/10.4209/aaqr.2013.05.0174. 
Yokelson, R.J., Burling, I.R., Urbanski, S.P., Atlas, E.L., Adachi, K., Buseck, P.R., 
Wiedinmyer, C., Akagi, S.K., Toohey, D.W., Wold, C.E., 2011. Trace gas and particle 
emissions from open biomass burning in Mexico. Atmos. Chem. Phys. 11 (14), 
6787–6808. https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-11-6787-2011. 
Zhou, Y., Xing, X., Lang, J., Chen, D., Cheng, S., Wei, L., Wei, X., Liu, C., 2017. 
A comprehensive biomass burning emission inventory with high spatial and 
temporal resolution in China. Atmos. Chem. Phys. 17 (4), 2839–2864. https://doi. 
org/10.5194/acp-17-2839-2017. 
A. Mondal et al.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                 
